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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

* 

1 . Claim 5 objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase 'the second 
device' is misleading since there is no second device mentioned in claims 2. Appropriate 
correction is required. Since the first mention of second device in first group is in claim 3, 
examiner treats claim 5 as reading 6 The roaming LAN of claim 3 . . . \ 
Claim 5 is considered on its merits according to the above assumption. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claim 1 -3,5,1 1,12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kelly (US 
6,347,085) (herein after Kelly). 

Claim 1 : Kelly teaches a first IP sharing device (Gateway 218 A) [fig. 2] for 
sharing connection to an IP address. Kelly teaches the IP address can be 
dynamically assigned. [Column 14 lines 46-47]. Kelly also teaches a group of 
devices connected to the gateway (232B, 214B, 214 of fig. 2). 
Kelly also teaches a second group IP sharing device (Gateway 218D) [fig. 2] 
which is connected to a second group of devices. Kelly teaches that each caller 
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and callee using the devices to make phone calls have their own IP address 
[column 8 line 26]. 

Kelly also teaches a host (WebPhone client) connected to the Internet vial a LAN- 
based network connector (column 7 lines 9-10). Kelly teaches the WebPhone 
client (host) can have a fixed (static) IP address. The WebPhone client is capable 
of controlling data traffic (resolving IP addresses, offer calls for the right 
gateway) [columnl4 lines 36-45]. 

Claim 2 : All the limitations of claim 1 are included in claim2. Kelly teaches all 
the limitations of claim 1 as discussed above. Regarding the first device of the 
first group of devices being a telephone; Kelly further teaches that first device 
connected to the first Gateway is a telephone (214) [figure 2] [column 6 lines 35- 
36]. 

Claim 3 : All the limitations of claim 2 are included in claim3. Kelly teaches all 
the limitations of claim 2 as discussed above. Kelly further teaches a second 
network device (232B) [figure 2] is directly connected to the telephone. 
Claim 5 : All the limitations of claim 2 are included in claim 5. Kelly teaches all 
the limitations of claim 2 as discussed above. Kelly further teaches that device 
23 2B of figure 2 can be an Internet phone (column 7 line 39). The WebPhone can 
be implemented on a personal computer system. [Column 47-48] 
Regarding claims 1 1 and 12: All the limitations of claim 2 are included in claims 
1 1 and 12. Kelly teaches all the limitations of claim 2 as discussed above. 
Regarding the host comprising a PBX and a server; Kelly teaches that telephones 
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232A and 232B of fig. 2 are connected to the Internet via a PBX. [Column 6 line 
56 ]. The host also included a Global DNS server (252) [fig. 2] [column 6 line 
57]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kelly as applied to 
claims 1-3, 5, 1 1 and 12 above, in view of Stoutenburg et al (US 20020166891). 

Claim 4: All the limitations of claim 3 are included in claim 4. Kelly teaches all 
the limitations of claim 3 as discussed above regarding claim 3. However, Kelly 

■ 

doesn't explicitly teach that the telephone comprises an RJ45 connector for 
connecting to the second device and to the IP sharing device that are capable of 
functioning according to the IEEE 802.3 protocol. However, Stoutenburg, in the 
same field of endeavor (devices connected to a communication network) teaches 
that the devices that are connected to the network can be interfaced with different 
kinds of interfaces including RJ45 [0091 line 5]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to make the telephone mentioned in Kelly to include a RJ45 connector that is 



Application/Control Number: 10/707,380 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2616 

capable of functioning according to IEEE802.3. A person having ordinary skill in 
the art would consider this an advantage since said connector along with said 
standard are used in the art and therefore, they would be useful to include in the 
said telephone to make it compatible with systems already available in the art. 

3. Claims 6,8 and 9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kelly as 
applied to claims 1-3, 5, 1 1 and 12 above, in view of Eglin (US 2003/0210671 Al) (herein after 
Eglin). 

Claim 6 : Rai teaches the first IP sharing device is a Gateway. However, Kelly 
does not explicitly teach the gateway can be a hub or switch. However, Eglin, in 
the same field of endeavor, teaches a switch (118) [fig. 1] connected to multiple 
devices (access points). It would have been obvious at the time of the invention 
for a person having ordinary skill in the art to include a switch in the gateway of 
Kelly in order to maintain association tables and other switching functions. 
Claims 8 and 9 : All the limitations of claim 2 are included in claim 8. Kelly 
teaches all the limitations of claim 2 as discussed above. However, Kelly does not 
explicitly teach the Gateway (IP sharing deice) is connected to a wireless access 
point according to an IEEE 802.1 lx protocol. However, Eglin teaches the switch 
is connected to multiple access points (106-1 16) [fig. 1] with 802.1 lb capability. 
It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to include a wireless access point with IEEE802.b 
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capability in Kelly's network in order to take advantage of their low cost, low risk 
and extensible technology suited to address many of the art's challenges [0004 
lines 9-15]. 

4. Claims 7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kelly 
and modified by Eglin as applied to claims 6,8 and 9 above and further in view of Stoutenburg 
(US 2002/0166891) (herein after Stoutenburg). 

Claim 7: All the limitations of claim 3 are included in claim 4. Kelly teaches all 
the limitations of claim 3 as discussed above regarding claim 3. However, Kelly 
doesn't explicitly teach that the telephone comprises an RJ12 connector for 
connecting to the second device and to the IP sharing device that are capable of 
functioning according to the IEEE 802.3 protocol. However, Stoutenburg, in the 
same field of endeavor (devices connected to a communication network) teaches 
that the devices that are connected to the network can be interfaced with different 
kinds of interfaces including RJ12 [0096 line 3], 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to make the telephone mentioned in Kelly to include an RJ12 connector that is 
capable of functioning according to IEEE802.3. A person having ordinary skill in 
the art would consider this an advantage since said connectors along with said 
standard are commonly used in the art and therefore, they would be useful to 
include in the said telephone to make it compatible with systems already available 
in the art. 
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Claim 10 : Kelly teaches the telephone is connected to the computer and IP 
sharing device as discussed above. However Kelly does not specifically teach the 
connectors used can be one of the alternatively listed in claim 10. However, 
Stoutenburg teaches the device can have interfaces including PCMIA interface 
and USB interface. Kelly also teaches other interface types can also be used. 
[0090 lines 4-8]. Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the 
invention to use one of the mentioned interfaces in order to take advantage of 
each interface type's convenient features. For example, a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would recognize USB ports' convenience in hot swapping, and 
allowing devices to be used without requiring device drivers. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sori A. Aga whose telephone number is (571) 270-1868. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30-5:00, F 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau T. Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3 126. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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